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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

Examiner has noted that claims 60-61 and 70-75 are pending on this application 
and claims 76-78 are newly added. 

Claim Objections 

1 . The numbering of claims is not in accordance with 37 CFR 1 .1 26 which requires 
the original numbering of the claims to be preserved throughout the prosecution. When 
claims are canceled, the remaining claims must not be renumbered. When new claims 
are presented, they must be numbered consecutively beginning with the number next 
following the highest numbered claims previously presented (whether entered or not). 

Misnumbered claims 77 and 78, where claim 77 depends on itself and claim 78 
depends on claim 77. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 77 and 78 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Claim 77 depends on itself and recites, "claim 77 
wherein the cover is a flip-up cover", that does not clearly state the scope of the claim. 
Claim 78 depends from self-depending claim 77 and recites, "claim 77 wherein the 
cover is mechanically lifted by the shuffler", wherein there is no shuffler on claim 77 and 
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therefore there is no cover associated with it either. Claims 77 and 78 will not be 
examined on merit. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claim 60 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by James Albrecht 
(US 6,250,632 B1). 

Regarding claim 60, Albrecht discloses a housing mounted into a gaming table 
surface such that a card receiver for accepting a group of cards to be shuffled is 
recessed beneath the top surface of the gaming table (it is inherent to have the cards 
mounted beneath the table; col. 10, lines 31-37); the card receiver for accepting a group 
of cards to be shuffled (col. 6, lines 4-40); a randomizing system for randomizing the 
order of an initial set of playing cards (col. 1 1 , lines 20-37); a collection surface for 
receiving randomized cards (col. 6, lines 4-40); an elevator for raising the collection 
surface to an elevation proximate the gaming table surface (col. 6, lines 4-40); and a 
microprocessor for controlling the operation of the card shuffler (col. 1 1 , lines 20-37). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 61, 73, and 74 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Albrecht in view of Stanley Stevens et al. (US 5,000,453 A). 

Regarding claim 61 , Albrecht teaches an automatic card shuffler of claim 60 
above. Albrecht does not teach a movable cover that is closed at least part of the time 
over at least one of the card receivers and collection surface. Stevens teaches an 
automatic cover used for security (col. 7, lines 7-25). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have a cover that opens and 
closes for increased security. 

Regarding claims 73 and 74, Albrecht teaches an automatic card shuffler of claim 
60 above. Albrecht does not teach wherein there is a remote controller for controlling 
the card randomizing system by means of a user-manipulated remote control device 
and wherein the remote controller is selected from the group consisting of an infra-red 
(I.R.) controller and a foot pedal. Stevens teaches a foot pedal switch used as a 
controller (col. 1 3, lines 56-64). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to include a foot pedal for a better control of the card 
shuffler. 

Regarding claim 76, Albrecht discloses a housing mounted into a gaming table 
surface such that a card receiver for accepting a group of cards to be shuffled is 
recessed beneath the top surface of the gaming table (it is inherent to have the cards 
mounted beneath the table; col. 10, lines 31-37); the card receiver for accepting a group 
of cards to be shuffled (col. 6, lines 4-40); a randomizing system for randomizing the 
order of an initial set of playing cards (col. 1 1 , lines 20-37); a collection surface for 
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receiving randomized cards (col. 6, lines 4-40); an elevator for raising the collection 
surface to an elevation proximate the gaming table surface (col. 6, lines 4-40); and a 
microprocessor for controlling the operation of the card shuffler (col. 1 1 , lines 20-37). 
Albrecht does not teach a movable cover that is closed at least part of the time over at 
least one of the card receivers and collection surface. Stevens teaches an automatic 
cover used for security (col. 7, lines 7-25). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have a cover that opens and closes 
for increased security. 

Claims 70-72 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Albrecht 
in view of Stevens and further in view of Oetze A. Verschoor (US 5,356,145 A). 

Regarding claims 70 and 71 , Albrecht and Stevens teach an automatic card 
shuffler with food pedal as stated above. Albrecht and Stevens do not teach a gripping 
support mechanism for suspending at least one card within the card randomizing area; 
a mechanism for automatically adjusting the gripping support mechanism during 
operation to suspend cards of varying dimensions; and wherein the gripping support 
mechanism comprises a pair of spaced apart gripping pads that move towards the 
edges of a stack of cards. Verschoor teaches gripping rollers for carrying the playing 
cards from the shuffling compartment located in the first position to the shuffling 
compartment located in the second compartment. A microprocessor activates the 
gripping rollers s determined by an algorithm (Abstract). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the gripping rollers for 
suspending playing cards to make the process more effective and efficient. 
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Regarding claim 72, Albrecht discloses a sensor for sensing the presence of a 
substack of suspended cards (col. 7, lines 51-60). 

Claim 75 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Albrecht in 
view of Stevens and further in view of A. James Owen, Jr. et al. (US 5,524,891 A). 

Regarding claim 75, Albrecht and Stevens teach an automatic card shuffler with 
food pedal as stated above. Albrecht and Stevens do not teach wherein the remote 
controller comprises an infrared controller. Owen teaches a remote radio or infrared 
controller held by the player that activates a receiver on the training device 30 (col. 6, 
lines 48-59). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to include an infrared controller, because it would produce more precise 
results. 

Response to Arguments/Remarks 

4. Applicant's arguments filed on 1/30/08 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Response to the arguments are below: 

In response to applicant's argument on claims 60, examiner respectfully 
disagrees; Albrecht teaches the automatic card shuffler that has mechanical elevation 
system comprising a housing to be used for gaming tables, having the card shuffler 
mounted on the table does not make it patentably distinct. Albrecht discloses on the 
summary of the invention that his card shuffler is used for card game tables, therefore it 
is understood by the ordinary skilled artisan that Albrecht uses an elevator to elevate 
collection surface or the cards to an elevation proximate the gaming table surface. Not 
making it proximate the gaming table surface would defeat the purpose of elevation. 
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In response to applicant's argument on claims 61 , 73 and 74, examiner 
respectfully disagrees; Both Albrecht and Stevens teach card shuffler where Albrecht 
teaches a card shuffler that has elevator, card receiver and a collection surface but 
stays silent on disclosing a movable cover, Stevens discloses an automatic cover. 
Therefore it would have been obvious by an ordinary artisan at the time the invention 
was made to put a cover on Albrecht's card shuffler. For the sake of argument, a cover 
is inherently movable. 

In response to applicant's argument on claims 70-72, examiner respectfully 
disagrees; Verschoor discloses a gripping roller for carrying the playing cards and its 
automatic, therefore an automatic mechanism for adjusting the gripping support during 
operation to suspend cards of varying dimension is inherent in Verschoor's system; and 
as referenced to Albrecht a sensor for sensing the presence of a substack of suspended 
cards (col 7 lines 51-60), examiner believes that Albrecht reference cited meets the 
claimed limitations. 

In response to applicant's argument on claims 75, examiner respectfully disagrees; 
with respect to the IR input device, the examiner reads the claim limitations to be in 
the alternative and Stevens teaches a foot pedal switch used for a controller. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Masud Ahmed whose telephone number is 571 270 
1315. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 9:30am-5: 30pm, Alt Fri, 
EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Xuan Thai can be reached on 571 272 7147. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
/M. A./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3714 
/Robert E Pezzuto/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3714 



